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: -ijiltft ti •ifttr, wqpT, w^ r igr \ igT% awair^^ wi 


Tt. 24/1/2001(■5!^ 3lftrfirTO, 1995 W 

H I (- 91 ]^ '(»ft.'9ir«rR, '3^ "qi: ^ irai R*? asfii 1^<ikni) 1995 

%3T5l1Rf¥^^e3nfVRRltt tfWf ^5TNPT, 

Tiiisi 3^ T^, 1^, 1J5T % 3T*TOT oiisl PihIRio ^ niiH ^ 411 ttn HnPlT 

'Nl ^ Sftr Mld’lillft 'Jll''1 5(i<^ =h<,^ afri HIC'lO’ft <1*11^ *M ftiHI *HI % I , — 

Wei ^ 3T^ft^ W'TP? ehTiTiW, itHc'd sIK 


teTeNTT t fcjclT^ 
\ 



“ ^ ^ ^ ^ 600 f^rf^o 

^0 3TS]^ 3#ct? t, xn% t 3TaW ^ 1 

^ ^ ^ ^1 crf% cf5T q-llq^'<‘JT 

1975 ^ 3TG!IFf 72 ^ ^0 7219.31, 

7219.32, 7219.33, 7219.34, 7219.35 3ft7 7219.90 ^ 3T?utcT "WT % I ^enf^, 

'MciidMch ^ 3ft? fef)?ft ift ri?? ^ qt^HM vjtFci ^ HlHcl ^ t I 


2. ^ f^Brf^: 2iifTjchiit>T]t ^ q^e-ii % % iTRcT q^nR^T 

^?^3ft efft vi'dl iqqj f : - 


{w) 4o fSr^ f^O, fl?TR 

(?l) 4o ?T^ WT^, ?T^ 

2604 01/2001 
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4o f^o, %TR ^ TTltel Cf5t t 3f^f ^ ^ iJiRicbiWr 

^ W t 1 ^ntelcETlf ^ 65.99 % sPTHT t ^ 

cf? ci^HH illF^cPI ^RR ^ m^dl cfif ^ ^RcTT ^ I 

3. ^ ?TTf^ WTPT, cfHFST m\ t 

(1^ 6fK ^ TRTT ^ I 

^RTH ^ t % ?M Gcqifer ITRT "GINR, 

ctT'll^l d'Sir 'JJcT ^ 3T8J^ cf^ ^ Pfiltlclcl HM ^ 'MHN cR^ ^ I 'M|R|<T'I<T)T1^ SKI 
vidiiRd w ^ ^ 3Rit ^ ^ ^imifcid’ w ^ ^ 

^THT ^ ^ t I 

5. WH ^ HIRSh 


diRicbi ^r w trtt t yfr ^ ^ ^ ^ t! ^ ^ ^ 

^3Tt ^ RiNR 'm ^ wJi ^ c^ ^ ^ ^ to ^ I ?toE? i%to 
3toto ^ ^Prf^d RTcRerr ^ ^ ^ to ^ nto >[rrtt ^ ^ 

'q^ tocfr ^ Tijqr WT HFE T^T t I TnltoT 4 ^T? cf?^ TjzfT t % toft fWM 
efRiR ^5^ tort to^jto ^ ^ ^ ^ toftt c^ 

^ ft 'HftcbK fto ^ t I 

3lfter-f^'ti«I'<, 2000 (WEf Ef5^ 3Tcrt^) ^ c^l>;H 'dldM ^ HRcf>e1*1 ^ftRt^Tf 

toto to ft ^RIR 3to^ ^ ^ 

cfft 41c|9cft ^cKi tlf^'U ft 'GTcREf '(^xtdT STTHiRh t I 

^) vSTPTR 

■^FIRTH ft 'dHM ^ i?cfj H?Rnjof ilchlYR " Rto % "^JEPfT Tf 

sntod t ftoft to cfft toft ^ ton toft to ft toto toto ^ tor fto w 
t I 

tor^rtoraft ft wr t fft^ ft ft ^estr ft tocTcf toftf c^ to ft^^J' 
^torto jfE^T to ^ to t I crtor, ftr^ eft arnm ^ "^otrio ^mr ft toto 
^ ftf cfRT^ ft >dlHM ^ fto tocT '?TrCT ^fTRTT ^SIFfT toto I dd^i'dK, to eftf 


[VIFTI—1] 
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^ «iHi-q ^i^Hi’i 'ti'iisi TF>ra[ % d«t<iall ■>?? 4% ^ U'URrl?! HIH TUT ^ 

M'll*)l TRlt' I 

2000 (^ ^ 3^) ^r ^OT^^O^O ^f ^3Tf ^ 'HIHM ^ 

^0T^!^0i?0 4 ^ ^HtfSrcT ^6|>^i^ci www.amm.com ^ 

cl%tT t^WT W 3TTETT% t I 

McT J^N?T: 


iiilSichicbTi'i ^ ^ t ^ ^3jt ^ ^ f^nrtcT ^ 

^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ CPT t I 3ft^ # 3TT^ 

^]^#?ft3TTfT7;5W ^ WrftfcT 3Ti^ ^ 3TT€n|^ # cbK^aMl ^ ^ 
qRchHH ^ ter t I ^ Mcf ^^YRcft ^ fciw 

^ ^ ^TTTf^ ^^^WT ^ ^ 3Tte t I 

^ ^ ^ t ^5TnPT, cfvTMT crerr^owiTO ^r 

wfT^ ^f5T ^m\^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ 

1%^ W t I ^ SfTcT ^ t^TcRTT t ^jTNFT, ^8TT 

^0W^TO t l^iJ^dcbY 5RT ^3t[ ^tT W 7BT t I 

6. cbiyuilt^icb ^ fclf^FT 3TTte ^?Tc^dcp ^fcWI, 

f^, ^fTfnr ct?tt wft ^'^ ^ «rtt^ t ^ «Tf^ ^ t i ^ 

^ ^ 5fa[TT ^5?T t % f^PgMEj^T ^ 3TFIRff ^ ^tfpfT ^ 

dK^f^ct) ^ ^ t I 

7. mC'i’<Y^ 'JlitI ^ <tj'(»OTtf: 'dM>Ych:1 ^'<iyi4iY ^ ^ PlR'^C HllticM'?!, 'd^i^ ^ 

^ ^ 3T«M ^ ^ Pld^Rld cR^3Tt ^ ^pf^lcT ^3^acf5Y ^TT^ cT8TT 

ddct^ ^nrra' ^ ■’rrsT^t^Jt mthet arrw ■§ i 

8. ^ ciSY 3T^: c|<YhM ^ ^ jrqWr ^ ^ ^ 3T^f1^ 1 2000 ^ 31 

RdH>!, 2000 (9 ^ t I 

^ ^ Plii'idchl 3fk '»TR^ A’ aiiqidcbY tuT^ trY ^ 

^^Hchi^) t, ^ ara^ ^ fcR^ ^ t % % 3T^ f^TcjN disrr ^ 

^ ?TSJT 1^raY% ^ ^ TTTfeJ^, qicHM ^ 1^ d^lR^IIdd, ^Tf&T^ 

%[FT, c||f^|\jd ^ WTOT, dv!d>l'< TO, ^ f^^-110011 ^ tY^T tl 
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31^ ^ ^ ^ '(TIHI ^ ’Tld'i PltJ^Rd ^ ^ 3fR 

MRci ^ ^ ^ ^ aiRr^ ^ t I 

10. v*nTf ^ ^mRrt ^ RiRsid ^ ^ vjfR ^ 

^ Rrf^ V ll R l <1^ r '? t ^ TTM ^ ait^RjYRT ^ y^hlRld ^ ^ err^ ^ 40 ^ 'jftcR- 

■ctiRi.i 1 ?T?ITf^, Rh 5lT?f Rilldcni ?TSIT Sllillddil cjil 31^ ^ fc1'<5ll ^ ^ t 
3TcTn ^ fc^ ^ ^f5t cfRRj ^ 40 f^ ^ 5RgH cfp^ | ^IW 

^ ^ ■3TF7 3rtf^ ^qxHTT 5R^ ^ v^TT^ ^FTTf“#fTT A cf^ 

^ 'Ai 31^^, ^ ^ ^ <41cFR "=# ter ^iTW 1 

11. Mied'^left ^siRr ^ chRciil #, 3t^: RreitR^ #ht ^ ■iltcR 

cf^ irf^tor 5rM ^ ^ t stst^ ^^xht Rp# ift ^rpr 3rijo*r t, ^ i?TteRt 

x 31 |;;Y^ RrTE ^ 3] Rcpli 4 ^g^ToW tT^ 3TTEIR W 3ItRf Rnsp^il cfY cfR 

t ; 

12. ■Hl4vHR l «ib ^BT?oT ^ 6(7) ^ 3rjFIR, ^ A\ Rd®!^ tTT^ ^ 

^^ | 43f f ^ 1?^ ^PI RRtfRI ^ TTcP^ t 1^5RI^r 31^ 1%^T^ ^ifM ^ 5R^ 

^e?fr ^ 3 fM7i 3i^ 7^ ^ t I 

13. ^ cptf flcR^ TTf^ STTcIWP "^JxRT ^ tRT cRcft t ^ >dddldRl ^ 

^ 3TRTSTT ^ ^fRRft t 3TSM ^ 3IRlRm5 W ^TeTcft t ^ 

3T^ w g^scf ^szfr ^ grrEiR ^7 Rp^p^ ^ ^ t ^t^tt 

^aftRlcT RrWfR^ TTcP^ f I 

T?:?!, «lR)«Krtt 


MINISmY OF COMMERCE AND BNDUmiY 
(Department of Commerce) 

INmATION NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 21 st August, 2001 

Subject: Initiation of anti-dumping investigations concerning import of CoW Rolled Flat Products of Stain¬ 
less Steel originating In or exported ftom European Union, Japan, Canada and USA. 

No. 24/1/2001-DGAD.— M/s. Jindal Strips Ltd., Hisar, have filed a petition before the Designated 
Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) in accordance with the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 
1995 and Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 alleging dumping of Cold Rolled Flat Products of stainless 
steel originating in or exported from European Union, Japan, Canada and USA and have requested for initiation 
of anti-dumping investigations and levy of anti-dumping duties. 





[MFTI—ISFE 1] 


WTBTWR : 3rai qr<»l 


5 


1. Product Involved: The product under investigation in the present case is Stainless Steel 
Coils, Sheets and Plates of the following description;- 

“Cold rolled Flat Products of stainless steel, of a width of 600mm or more, whether further 
processed or not of all grades/series.” 

The subject goods described as Cold rolled Flat Products of stainless steel, are classified under 
Customs sub-heading nos. 7219.31, 7219.32, 7219.33, 7219.34, 7219.35 and 7219.90 of Chapter 
72 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. The classification is however indicative only and in no way 
binding on the scope of the present investigations. 

2. Domestic Industry Standing: The petitioner has stated that the following companies are the 
producers of the subject goods in India;- 

(a) M/s Jindal Strips Ltd., Hisar; 

(b) M/s Salem Steel Plant, Salem. 

M/s Jindal Strips Ltd., Hisar, has filed the petition and is hereinafter referred to as the petitioner. 
The petitioner accounts for 65.99% of the total domestic production and therefore satisfies the 
standing to file the present petition. 


3. CountrvtiesJ Involved: The countries/territory iuvolved in the present investigations are 
European Union, Japan,Canada and USA (referred to as subject countries/territory hereinafter). 


4. Like Goods: The petitioner has claimed that goods produced by it are like articles to the 
goods originating in or .exported from European Union, Japan, Canada and USA. Goods 
produced by the petitioner are being treated as Like Articles to the goods imported from the 
subject countries/territory within the meaning of the Rules. 


5 Dumning and Dumping Margin; 

Normal Value: 

(A) European Union:- 

The petition states that in all countries that are a part of the European Union, goods are freely 
tradable between the member countries of the European Union. Therefore, as per the consistent 
practice of the Designated Authority, the domestic prices in the entire European Union have been 
treated as the same for the purpose of initiation. It has also been stated in the petition that 
Germany is the hub for the steel market and their domestic selling prices can be accepted as 
domestic prices of other member countries also. 

The calculation of normal value during April-December 2000 (period of investigation) is based on 
information available in Weekly Fax Service of HEINZ H. PARISER 8c Co. the leading market 
research firm in International Stainless and Alloy Metals Sector. 
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(B) Japan;- 

The normal value in Japan is based on information from “The Tex Report”, a leading publication 
indicating the prices prevailing in the Tokyo Mart in the period of investigation. 

(C) Canada;- 

The petitioners have stated that they were not able to get direct documentary evidence with regard 
to the prices prevailing in the domestic market in Canada. However with the advent of NAFTA, 
the prices in the US market should also be considered sufficient evidence for normal value in 
Canada. Accordingly, the normal value in Canada for the period of investigation has been 
estimated taking into consideration the prevalent MFN rate of 4% on imports of the subject goods 
into Canada. 

(D) USA:- 

The normal value for the subject goods in USA is based on price history as available with Website 
www.amm.com , a leading website on Metal Alloys in USA during April-December 2000 (period of 
investigation). 

Export price; 

The petitioner has stated that the subject countries arc exporting the subject products into India at 
prices which arc significantly lower than their normal values. The average cif prices are based 
on data published by DGCl&S and have been adjusted to arrive at the ex-works price. 
Considering the normal value and export prices the dumping margins are significantly higher 
than the de-minimis limit. 

There is sufficient evidence that the normal values of the product under consideration in 
European Union, Japan, Canada and USA are significantly higher than the prices at which it has 
been exported to India, indicating, prima facie, that the subject goods are being dumped by the 
exporters from European Union, Japan, Canada and USA. 


6 . Injury and Cau.sal Link: The various economic indicators relating to domestic industry 
such as production, sales, profifrloss etc. collectively and cumulatively, indicates that the 
domestic industry has suffered injury. There is sufficient prima facie evidence that the imports 
of the product under consideration have caused material injury to the domestic industry. 


7. Initiation of Anti-Dumping Investigation: In view of the foregoing paragraph, the 
Designated Authority initiates anti-dumping investigations to determine the existence, degree 
and effect of alleged dumping of the subject goods originating in or exported from the subject 
country. 


8 . Period of Investigation: The period of investigation for the purpose of the present 
investigations is U April 2000 to 3U^ December, 2000 (9 months). 
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9. Submission of Information: The exporters in the subject countries and the importers in 
India known to be concerned are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in 
the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the Designated Authority, 
Ministry of Commerce, Directorate of Anti- Dumping, Udyog Bhavan, New-Delhi -110011. 
Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation in the 
prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 


10. Time Limit: Any information relating to the present investigations should be sent in writing 
so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days from the 
date of publication of this notification. The known exporters and importers, who are being 
addressed separately, are, however, required to submit the information within forty days from 
the date of letter addressed to them separately. It may kindly be noted that no requests 
whatsoever shall be entertained for extension of thef above-stated time limit for submission of 
the required information. 

11. Anti-dumping investigations being a time bound exercise, the Designated Authority may 
record its findings on the basis of facts available on record in accordance with the Rules supra, 
if no response is received within the lime stipulated or the information is incomplete in any 
respect, 


12. Inspection of Public File: In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect the 
public file containing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested 
parties. 


13. In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary 
information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority 
may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such recommendations 
to the Central Government as deemed fit. 


L. V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 


printed by the Manager, Oovt. of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-1100J4. 






